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REMARKS 

Claims 1-22 are pending in the application. Claims 1-3 were rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. § 1 02 (b). Claims 4-22 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 03 (a). 
The specification was objected to. 

Objection to the Specification 

The specification was objected to because ttie Off icfe Action states that the 



Applicant has responded by changing the title of the application. 

Also, applicant proposes to correct the Description of the Drawings. As 
clearly stated on page 7 of applicant's specification, there exists a FIG. 4 that 
describes another representation of one exemplary implementation of the 
apparatus, ; .' • 

Rejections Under 35 U S C S 102 

Claims 1-2 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102 (b) as being anticipated 
by U.S. Patent Number 5,469,862 issued to Kovacevic bn November 28, ig95. 

Claims 1-3 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102 (b) as being anticipated 
by U.S. Patent Number 5,929,782 issued to Stark oh Ju|y 27, 1999. 

Applicant has avoided these grounds of rejection for the following reasons. 

Applicant's claim 1, as amended, now recites, 

"one or more sensors that prbduce One or more signals based on on© or 
more Joint motions of an individual, and 

one or more processing components that employ one or more of the one 
or more signals to make a determination of a positional change of the individual; 

whflffeln the one or more joint mbttonis are measured arid reconstructed, 
ft detennine a nath tiaver fcfert hv the individual.' 

Neither Kovacevic nor Stan* teach this limitation. Instead, Kovacevic 
teaches that a range of motion analysis system provides quantitative 
measurement of a body joint, as stated m column 2, hues 47-55. Stark teaches a 
programmed microprocessor control unit which includes a mechanism for 
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indicating a quantitative stress value based upon an output from stress gauges, 
as stated in column 17, lines 26-32. However, contrary to applicant's claim 1. 
neither Kovacevic nor Stark teach "the One or more joint motions are measured 
and reconstructed to determine a path traversed by the individual", as recited in 

applicant's claim 1. 

Thus, the clear teaching of Kovacevic or Stark is that the one or more joint 
motions are not measured and reconstructed to determine a path traversed by 

the individual. . . ■ .-• ,K\ . -' )''..'■<' 

In yjew of the foregoing; ^pplicaht subrnite that neither kovacevic nor 
Stark describe each and every element of claim 1, arid therefore claim 1 is not 
anticipated by Kovacevic or Stark. Since claims 2-3 depends from allowable 
claim 1 , these claims are also allowable ovef Kovacevic or Stark. 

Rft |fthtions Under 35 U S G. $ 103(a) 

Claims 4-6 were rejected under 35 U.S.d. § 103(a) as beihg unpatentable 
\ /-^byer/Stan^ to panisch on 

:Oct6ber3, 2000: ;• ':.'■':.>] : ^V->-,X ^':X^- : i^:<'; : :k>K : ^. , •■■ ' v :-.-C 

being unpatentable over Stark in view of U S. Patent Number 6,522,266 issued 
' '. ' • V'loSoehreti'eVai.;ori;Febr ; M^ 

Claims 13-14 arid 16 were rejected under 35 U.3.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Stark in view of U.S. Patent Number 6,013,007 issued to Root 
et al. on January 11, 2000. > >\$\ : f ■ V : V ■^}'$:?.C%$&. 

■:■ Claim' 11 was -ft^fbi^dl XiM=*^ ^^80 - ! '"-V- "i"?:-":^-^^ 5 

over Kovacevic in view of U.S, Patent Number 6,381 ,482 issued to Jayaraman et 

' ,. ••" al. on April 30, 2002. \&;$^^ix$$>J^-$:-- K'-vK^S^ 

Claim 17 was r^ unpatertfable\ y 

Over stark in view of r4pt,^ ! 
issued to Jarriel et a), on September 7, 2004. ■' 

Claims 18-20 were rejected under 35 U.SC. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Stark. • ";. 'S\ . 
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Claim 21 was rejected under 35 U S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Stark in view of Soehren. 

Claim 22 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 

oyer Jayaraman in view of Stark. V 



These rejections are basted on the rejection under 33 U.S.C. §1 02(b) 
being proper. As that ground of rejection has been overcome, and none of the 
cited references teacti or suggest "the one or more joint motions are measured 
and reconstructed to determine a path traversed by the individual*, as recited in 
applicant's independent claim 1, or 'reconducting the brte or more movernents 
to determine a pith traversed by the individual, as recited in applicant's 
independent claim 18, or "means in the one or hiore rn^dia for recphslrucling the 
one or more movements to determine a path traveled by the individual", as 
recited in applicant's independent claim 22, the combination of Stark, Damsch, 
Soehren, (Root, Jayaraman. Jamel, arid Kovacevic does not supply this missing 
element. Thus, this combination does not make obvious any of applicaht s 
claims, all of which require the aforesaid limitation. 

daim Ah^Bridments f Z'V .: 

Claims 18 and 22 were amended to &dd ■reconstructing the one or more 
movements to determine a path traversed by the individual* No hew matter was 

.added.'. • >'C:?'V-:-^\^.. : -"" 
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Conclusion 

It is respectfully submitted that the '"Office '.'^W^' rejections have bee* 
overcome and that this application is now in condition for allowance. 
Reconsideration and allowance are, therefore, r^pectfully solicited. 

i, alib^ahc^ of all claims 



p. 12 



pending is respectfuny requested. If a telephone conference would be of 
assistance in advancing the prosecution of this application, the Examiner is 
invited to call applicant's attorney. 

Reipe^lly sMMtted, 



bated: March 10, 



Carmen fit, Patti & Associates, IXC 
Cus^me^ Number 32^05 




mm 




^ JaWee Mittbh 

Attorney for Applicant 
Reg. No. 46935 
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